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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is in response to amendment filed on 7/20/05 in which claims 1-8 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,3 17837 to Kenworthy. 

a. As per claim 1 and 5, Kenworthy teaches an admissions control system for a host site 
comprising a trap that withholds from a request processor incomplete HTTP requests (See col. 7, 
lines 59-65, If the necessary information is not included in the data packet, the data packet is 
deemed incorrectly) and that retires incomplete HTTP requests to avoid exceeding a storage 
limitation (See col. 7, lines 64-635 if the incoming data packet header is determined to be 
incomplete, the data packet is immediately discarded) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 
6,3 17837 to Kenworthy and further in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 2002/0083 1 17 to 
Goddard. 

a. As per claim 2, Kenworthy teaches the claimed invention as described above. However 
Kenworthy fails to teach a deferral manager, said trap sending complete HTTP requests to said 
deferral manager, said deferral manager sending some of said complete HTTP requests to said 
request processor and responding with deferral messages to some others of said complete HTTP 
requests. 

Goddard teaches said trap sending complete HTTP requests to said deferral manager, said 
deferral manager sending some of said complete HTTP requests to said request processor and 
responding with deferral messages to some others of said complete HTTP requests (See page 1, 
paragraph [0010]). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate said trap sending complete HTTP requests to said deferral manager, 
said deferral manager sending some of said complete HTTP requests to said request processor 
and responding with deferral messages to some others of said complete HTTP requests as taught 
by Goddard in the claimed invention of Kenworthy in order to provide quality, reliability and 
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timeliness assurances (See page 1, paragraph [0003]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 3, 6 and 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,3 17837 to Kenworthy in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,823380 to Nace et al. 

a. As per claims 3 and 6, Kenworthy teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Kenworthy fails to teach wherein said trap includes at least one queue and a queue 
manager, said queue manager storing incomplete HTTP requests in said queue, said queue 
manager retiring a previously stored recent incomplete HTTP request when necessary to make 
room for a new incomplete HTTP request. 

Nace et al teaches at least one queue and a queue manager, said queue manager storing 
incomplete HTTP requests in said queue, said queue manager retiring a previously stored recent 
incomplete HTTP request when necessary to make room for a new incomplete HTTP request 
(See col. 2, lines 5-30) 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate at least one queue and a queue manager, said queue manager storing 
incomplete HTTP requests in said queue, said queue manager retiring a previously stored recent 
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HTTP request when necessary to make room for a new HTTP request as taught by Nace et al in 
the claimed invention of Kenworthy in order to read and process the requests based upon a rate 
determined by the scheduler (See col. 5, lines 12-16). 

b. As per claim 7, Kenworthy teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Kenworthy teaches storing a first incomplete HTTP request; and retiring a 
previously stored incomplete HTTP request when necessary to make room for said first 
incomplete HTTP request (See page 5, paragraph [0041]). However, Trcka et al failed to teach 
wherein the request are stored in a queue. 

Nace et al teaches wherein the requests are stored in a queue (See col. 2, lines 5-30). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein the request are stored in a queue as taught by Nace et al in the 
claimed invention of Kenworthy in order to read and process the requests based upon a rate 
determined by the scheduler (See col. 5, lines 12-16). 



Allowable Subject Matter 
8. Claims 4 and 8 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Djenane M. Bayard whose telephone number is (571) 272-3878. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday 5:30 AM- 3:00 PM.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Djenane Bayard 
Patent Examiner 




RURAL DHARIA 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAM IN Eh 



